
Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 



Office Action Summary 



Application No. 

10/004,978 



1 )£3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 04 September 2003 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)M This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application 
Disposition of Claims 

4) 0 Claim(s) 1-21 is/are pending in the applicatior 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdra' 

5) Q Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) H Claim(s) Ml is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) Q The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
1 1 )□ The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)Q disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

13) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)DAII b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) Q Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 
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1 . A RCE has been filed on September 4, 2003. 

An amendment has been filed on September 4, 2003. 

2. Claims under examination are 1 -21 . 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

4. Claims 1, 2, 4-11, 16-19 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Yamamoto et al (US 6,184,312) in view of Fuhr et al (US 5,658,974). 

5. Claims 3 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yamamoto et al (US 6,184,312) in view of Fuhr et al (US 5,658,974) as applied to 
claims 1 and 1 8 resp. above, and further in view of JP 58,076,447 (Abstract in English). 

6. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yamamoto et al (US 6,184,312) in view of Fuhr et al (US 5,658,974) as applied to claim 
1 above, and further in view of Wittmann et al (US 5,030,675). 

7. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yamamoto et al (US 6,184,312) in view of Fuhr et al (US 5,658,974) as applied to claim 
1 above, and further in view of Umeda et al (US 5,449,710). 

8. Claims 14 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Yamamoto et al (US 6, 1 84,31 2) in view of Fuhr et al (US 5,658,974) as applied to 
claim 1 above, and further in view of Choi et al (US 5,087,521 ) or Narushima et al (US 
3,948,836). 

Please refer to prior Office actions for substance of these rejections. 
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9. Applicant's arguments filed September 4, 2003 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

On page 8 (of above remarks) the applicant states, in short, that there is no 
modification to combine phosphoric ester of Fuhr with the composition of Yamamoto 
since there may not be any reduction in burn time. This statement is not persuasive. 
Fuhr in column 2, lines 17-20, teaches that such a composition results in self-extinction 
without production of burning droplets. Hence contrary to what the applicant states 
there is an expectation of achieving some advantage/s in utilizing the combination. 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication from the examiner should be directed 
to U.K. Rajguru whose telephone number is (571 ) 272-1077. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 9:30 am to 6:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Seidleck can be reached on (571) 272-1078. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
1201. 





U.K. Rajguru/dh 
January 15, 2004 
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